NO 


TRAITOR’S GAIT! 


THE AUTOBIOGRAPHY 
OF GUY A. ALDRED 


COMPLETE IN TWO VOLUMES EACH CONSISTING 
OF TWELVE MONTHLY NUMBERS 


VOLUME |I._NUMBER NINE 
eo e@ ® 
6° 


1957 Pe 
The Strickland Press, 104 George Street, Glasgow, C.| 


CONTENTS 


PART VI. “ISLINGTON GAZETTE” ACTIVITY 
(Continued) 


10. An Edifying Meeting 
page 193 


11. L.L.P. Aims and Apologies 
page 195 


12. Local Philosopher 
page 197 


13. Highbury Corner Forum 
page 198 


14. Local I.L.P. Climbing 
page 200 


15. Infidels and “Fidels” 
page 202 


16. Orations: Freethought and Socialist 
page 206 


17. Christianity and Politics 
page 209 


18. Social Democracy Repudiated 
page 212 


19. Revolutionary Manifesto 
page 214 


ILLUSTRATIONS 


-Hansom Cabs 
page 196 


Islington Empire, 1906 
page 210 


Caledonia Market 
page 210 
APPENDIX 


Henderson’s Bomb Shop 
page 215 


a 


ee eae ~ acre RETeeprrmated pnt nmmaantidlits 


PART VI, “ISLINGTON GAZETTE” ACTIVITY— Contd. 


10. AN EDIFYING MEETING 


I entered parliament with what I thought 
to be the lowest possible opinion of tne 
average member; I came out with one still 


lower. 


On Tuesday, May 29, 1906, the Gazette re- 
Ported the IL.P. meeting in the Grand 
Theatre, on Sunday, May 27. 

The opening sentences of the report make 
interesting reading for those who look back 
fifty years: 


On Sunday night, a meeting called by the 
Islington and St. Pancras branches of the 
Independent Labour Party was held at the 
Grand Theatre. The attendance, especially 
in the lower part of the house, was very 
meagre, and in striking contrast to the meet- 
ing held nearly three years ago, when Mr 
John Burns addressed a house packed from 
gallery to orchestra stalls. 


The chairman was Councillor the Rev. J. 
Harley, M.A., who said that the motto of the 
meeting should be: “Labour for London and 
London for Socialism.”” He also expressed the 
hope that, as a result of that meeting, 
“Socialist members would be returned not 
only to the Borough Councils, but to Parlia- 
ment as well.” 

This met with great applause. Probably, the 
actual conquest of parliament was regarded 
as a kind of forlorn hope by speaker and 
audience. 

Mr Gould moved a resolution that “only 
through the I.L.P. could the political and 
social problems of the future be brought to a 
satisfactory solution”. 

The Gazette further reported Mr Gould as 
follows: 


The speaker referred to Mr John Burns as 
a former great orator for Labour who now sat 
in the seats of the scornful. His subsequent 
criticisms proved so distasteful to a large sec- 
tion of the audience that they refused to 
listen to that portion of the speech which re- 


—JOuHN Stuart MILL 


ferred to the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. 


The Gazette report continued: 


Councillor Sumner, in seconding, said those 
who had watched the proceedings in Parlia- 
ment would agree that what good work had 
been done had been influenced first by the 
great vote that was recorded for Labour at 
the last election, and secondly, by the persist- 
ent, energetic, and straight course followed 
by the Labour Party, under the able lead of 
their friend, Keir Hardie. (Applause.) 

Another speaker, and whom the audience 
heartily cheered, was Mrs MacDonald, the 
wife of Mr Ramsay MacDonald, M.P., who was 
kept away by a Slight indisposition. . . . 


The next speaker was Mr J. O’Grady, M.P. 
The Gazette report of this meeting had much 
to do with my conversion to anti-parliamen- 
tarism. Workers looking back can note well 
the humbug and the false pretences employed 
by the parliamentarians to secure power. A 
more disgraceful abuse of the public platform 
I have never been able to conceive. 

I quote the Gazette account, which, of 
course, was accepted by the I.L.P. as a true 
and excellent summary: 


Mr J. O’Grady, M.P., in supporting the 
motion, said they had felt for a long time 
that London had been the dead weight of the 
progressive movement for independent direst 
labour representation. The word politician, he 
went on to say, had become somewhat of a 
term of reproach in these days. The greatest 
insult they could level at the Labour man was 
to call him a politician. He did not know the 
reason, except that the general view of poli- 
tics which people had held and which politi- 
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cians had held, had been in the main a desire 
to say what was not true and to generally 
make statements on the public platform that 
they never intended to carry out. (Hear, hear, 
and applause.) He thought it was for the 
Labour Party to rescue a word, that should 
be a term of honour, from its present position. 
(Hear, hear.) The present social paradoxr of 
extreme weaith on the one hand and sordid 
poverty on the other did no credit to their 
intelligence, and it was a state of things 
which could be swept away, if people were in 
earnest, in the next twenty years. (Applause.) 
The problem of the unemployed, he con- 
tended, ought to have been dealt with before 
the Education Bill, because even in these 
times of prosperity men were being constantly 
thrown out of employment. Socialists, or men 
of Socialist convictions, were the only men 
who could tackle the question in a practical 
manner. (Applause.) Until recently men and 
women never had been represented in Parlia- 
ment. (Applause.) And excluding the 30 Lab- 


our members, Parliament as it stood today’ 


still represented bricks and mortar, land ana 
property. (Hear, hear.) 


And, notwithstanding the fact that since 
1906, the Labour Party has been the Govern- 
ment, and is the official Opposition, Parlia- 
ment still represents bricks and mortar, land 
and property. All that O’Grady was pleading 
for was careers for J.H. Thomas, Ramsay 
MacDonald, Philip Snowden, F. Montagu, 
Attlee, and such like. A monstrous imposture. 
The I.L.P. built this imposture. The reference 
of Councillor Sumner to the able lead of Keir 
Hardie was absolutely false tribute. 

Mr G. Wardle, M.P., supported the motion 
but startled the meeting by defending John 
Burns and his activity as President of the 
Local Government Board. 

I quote the Gazette report of Wardle’s 
speech: 


He believed Mr Burns still to be an honest 
man, in spite of what some people might say. 
(Cheers and groans.) 

“Mr Burns,” continued the speaker, “acts 
according to his lights. He may not always do 
that which we think he ought to do, and we 
are going to do our best to help him along. 
(Applause.) 

“The other night Mr Burns made a speech 
at the luncheon to the honour of ‘Reynolds’s’ 
Editor. On that occasion, Mr Burns had some 
very wise things to say about the Labour 


movement, and he said it required some coyr_ 
age on his part to say them, I don’t know 
whether courage was necessary, but he saig 
them and they were wise things. (Hear, hear.) 

“In reply tonight, I wish to say that the 
Independent Labour Party and the Socialist 
movement absolutely fulfills every one of the 
conditions he lays down for a successful Lab- 
our movement. (Hear, hear.) We do not put 
outside our ranks men berause they have not 
been manual labourers. (Hear, hear.) The 
basis of unity in our movement is ideas. (Hear, 
hear.) What we seek is the uplifting of the 
common people, and we are anxious to get the 
assistance of everybody, no matter in what 
state of society they may live, or in what 
circle they may move who will come and give 
us a helping hand. (Hear, hear, and applause.) 

“We don’t believe in the policy of isolation. 
All we say is—.and it is a very material thing 
to say—you must enter in at the straight 
gate. (Applause.) ‘He that climbeth over the 
wall is a thief and a robber.’ (Applause.) And 
that is the only condition that we shall have 
as a party which is independent and which is 
determined to devote itself to the solution of 
the problems which we have in hand. (Hear, 
hear, and applause.) 

“Some of us are sorry that Mr Burns was 
not wise enough to see that here was the 
greatest opportunity of his life to deliver the 
people of this country from the bondage 
under which they live.” (Loud applause.) 


I found this report of Wardle’s speech, and 
the applause, very irritating. I disliked a 
workers’ representative speaking of “uplift- 
ing the common people”. This is impertinent 
assumption of grace and condescension. 
There was an anti-workers’ tone about this 
parliamentarism and of course parliamentar- 
ism actually is anti-class war. As a prophecy 
and an indictment of John Burns it was un- 
true. The Labour M.P.’s who turned pro-war 
and got themselves into the House of Lords in 
due course climbed over the wall. 

The other speakers were not reported. This 
was as well for my anger was stirred suffi- 
ciently at the time by the speeches I have 
noted. My anger I expressed at meetings in 
Clerkenwell and Highbury. These speeches 
were not Socialism. They were careerism 
anticipating! 

The speech made by John Burns to which 
Wardle referred, was delivered at the National 
Liberal Club on Friday, May 25, 1906, on the 
occasion of a complimentary banquet to W. 


1 
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M. Thompson, then editor of Reynolds’ News- 
paper, Reference has been made to Thomp- 
Son, and his great devotion to the cause of 
the poor, in this autobiography. He played 
aoe part in my political and literary educa- 
ion. 

John Burns said: 


“My last word is this—and it requires some 
little moral courage to say it—I view with 
positive disfavour, with some regret, and, if it 
does not cease, with some apprehension, the 
tendency on the part of what is known as the 
Labour movement to isolate itself from men 
who are not manual labourers. (Cheers.) I, of 
course, associate myself with everything that 
makes for the economic, social, and political 
independence of Labour, but there are in this 
room at least a hundred men who have never 
laid a brick, forged a piece of iron, worked at 
a lathe, or sawed a plank, and for Labour to 
deliberately, and narrowly, and foolishly cut 
itself off from the best, brightest, and choic- 
est spirits of mankind, simply because they 
have not been hewers of wood and drawers of 
water, is to cut off the power for their owit 
advancement in the future, and to inflict 
upon themselves a disability which one day 
they will find the folly and mistake of doing. 
I have a right to say this in connection with 
our guest of this evening, because Mr Thomp- 
son is a lawyer. 

“There is a foolish prejudice in advanced 
ranks against lawyers in general, and some 
lawyers in particular. I never shared it, be- 
cause I used their services, but it speaks 
volumes for Mr Thompson that he should 
have kept on with the brilliance with which 
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he has the work with which he has been as- 
sociated. Such men as he have helped the 
cause of the poor, and have fought for the 
Labour movement, and I hope we shall see in 
political, social, and Labour movements of 
the future that diversity of personality, that 
catholicity of aim, that community of im- 
pulse which has brought us here tonight to 
honour the guest of the evening.” (Loud 
cheers.) 


John Burns need not have worried himself. 
The Labour Party has become a happy hunt- 
ing ground for lawyers, not all of the calibre 
of W.M. Thompson. It has carried people 
from the slums of Glasgow to the College of 
Justice in Edinburgh. It has given High Court 
Judges to London, and some of them most re- 
actionary members of the King’s Bench, equal 
to all its past infamous traditions. It is the 
happy hunting ground for public schoolboys 
looking for status under capitalism. And, of 
course, it has carried republican commoners 
into the House of Lords, where they assumed 
gladly the peers’ ermine and wore fine linen, 
even if they failed to secure the purple. Burns 
made a speech of great satisfaction to his 
audience. It thrilled them but it was mostly 
nonsense and quite unnecessary. It was a 
spate of words to cheer folk rejoicing in un- 
worthy positions. 

This was part of my political education in 
Islington. I educated myself by my own acti- 
vity. I also received education from my im- 
mediate environment, from the activity about 
me. And thus I became the enemy of those 
who educated me. 


11. I.L.P. AIMS AND APOLOGIES 


I have remarked over and over again that a 
democracy cannot govern an empire. Empire 


is a despotism. 


The Islington Gazette report of the Grand 
Theatre meeting of the I.L.P. (or then Labour 
Party) and a comparison of it with the 
meeting addressed by John Burns in 1903, 
produced interesting IL.P. protests and 
revelation of purpose. 

T.G. Fowler, Secretary of the Islington 
IL.P., writing from 79 Lofting Koad, Barns- 


—THUCYDIDES 


bury, in the Gazette for June 1, 1906, com- 
plained and explained: 


. .. John Burns’ meeting was held in the 
indoor season, while the Independent Labour 
Party meeting was held after the closed sea- 
son; and I noticed you did not state that the 
rain poured down in torrents on Sunday last, 


ne 
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while the John Burns meeting was held on a 
fine night. ... 

Then, again, at that time John Burns was 
the leader of the Liberal-Labour Party; our 
leader of the Labour Party, Mr Keir Hardie, 
was not billed to speak... . 

_.. A.T.G. said that Mr Burns had done 
some good work in the past, but of course that 
was before he was made a Cabinet Minister— 
that was in the days when he denounced both 
parties as being opponents of the proletariat. 


Might not the same be said of Labour Party 
Cabinet Ministers, who have explained that a 
responsible Cabinet Minister is in a different 
position from a Socialist agitator? Fowler 
was condemning, without knowing it, the 
LLP. and so-called Socialist parliamentarism 
and not merely John Burns as a Liberal- 
Labourist. 

T. G. Fowler got entangled in a discussion 
between Sansome, the Tariff Reformer, and 
F. Montagu, ILL.P., which resulted in con- 
siderable local political advertisement for 
Montagu. 

Arising out of the account of the Clarion 
Van meeting at Highbury, written by Mr 
Sansome, Mr Sansome expresssd a desire to 
debate further. Montagu explained in the 
Gazette the succeeding events: 

1. I obtained permission of my branch to 
carry out the debate on the following Sunday. 


2. 1 wrote to Mr Sansome offering a choice 
of five subjects. 

3. Mr Fowler, the branch secretary, for- 
warded an announcement to Reynolds’ News_ 
paper at once, to be in time for press, assum- 
ing that preliminaries would be satisfactorily 
arranged. 

4, Receiving no reply to my letter, I re- 
quested that no announcement should be 
made from our platform during the week, 

Accepting “boldly” Sansome’s challenge to 
debate, Montagu asked the editor of the 
Islington Gazette to grant him the privilege 
of a moderate article in which to state his 
case. 

The editor replied: 


We shall be pleased to give Mr Montagu 
space to the extent of a column.—Ed. I.D.G. 


In the Gazette for September 6, 1906, San- 
some published a long letter referring to 
Fowler and Montagu and discussing at great 
length whether a debate had been arranged. 
And Montagu explained that the misunder- 
standing was due to Sansome’s conduct. This 
gave Montagu an opportunity of referring 
to a passage from his speech which reads as 
though it were delivered yesterday and not 
fifty years ago. 

Montagu said: 


“The realisation of our ideal (Communism) 


nok 


Hansom cabs which used to stand outside 
CANONBURY STATION, 1906 


ke 
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muy belong to the dim distant future—that 
depends upon you—but we have plenty. of 
practical work to do on Socialist lines today. 
Socialists are the only really practical people 
in English politics.” 


At this time, Montagu lived at 5 Canon- 
bury Road. 

This discussion did more to make Montagu 
an outstanding celebrity than if he had had 
hundreds of local debates. Thus were laid the 
foundations of his peerage through alleged 
Socialist activity! 

Montagu was regarded as the local cham- 


pion of Socialism, especially of the I.L.P., and 
was entering into constant conflict with B. 
Sansome, of “Black Bess”, East Finchley, who 
was an organiser and lecturer for the Tariff 
Retorm League and the Tory Party. I don’t 
know what good Sansome’s propaganda did 
the Tories—-they were wiped out in Islington 
politically—but the S.D.F. and the I.LP. cer- 
tainly got seats in Parliament, became the 
controlling force in the Borough Council, and 
the voice of North London on the L.C.C. I 
would say that Sansome helped considerably 
to advance the careerism of Montague with- 
out benefitting the workers of Islington. 


12. LOCAL. PHILOSOPHER 


Honour to him who, self-complete, if lone 
Carves to the grave one pathway all his own, 
And heeding nought that men may think or say, 
Asks but his soul, if doubtful of the way. 


During the years 1906 and 1907, the Isling- 
ton Gazette certainly gave great scope to my 
propaganda. In so doing, it placed Free- 
thought on a par with orthodox religion. 

In its issue for Thursday, June 7, 1906, it 
published the following article, exactly as it 
is printed here: 


ISLINGTON’S ECCLESIASTICAL MEMORIES 
By the Rev. Guy A. Aldred 


To those who would delve into the ecclesias- 
tical controversies of the past, Islington, from 
the very richness of its associations, should 
appeal with a force superior to that of most 
boroughs. There is, for example, the old parish 
church of St. Mary, which was built in 1483— 
that is to say, a rambling structure, dedicated 
to the Virgin, was first built on the site of the 
present structure in that year. Could its walls 
have spoken, what strange stories they might 
have told those who pulled it down and rebuilt 
it in 1751; what a store of interesting anecdotes 
might there not have been added to our know- 
ledge of the most interesting of all studies— 
religion—not only at the time of its rebuilding, 
but also in the year 1787. when its tower was 
rebuilt and strengthened. : 

And then one wanders through Duncan 
Road. remembering the Irvingite Church 
erected there in the year that Edward Irving 


—First Lorp Lytton 


died, 1834. And our thoughts, wandering from 
the chill 8th December, which witnessed the 
death of this brilliant scholar and exception- 
ally capable theologian, light on the district’s 
memories of how this earnest seeker after 
truth, despite his vagaries, unflinchingly 
maintained the truth of his gospel in Britan- 
nia Fields, till his admirers rented for him 
West’s Picture Gallery in Newman Street, this 
serving up to the time of his death as the 
church “reconstituted with the threefola 
cord of a sevenfold ministry”. 

What a heritage it is, what a rich legacy of 
the past, is this record of the borough's associ- 
ation with Irving, this eloquent exponent of 
the human character of Christ’s nature, and 
propounder of the “Utterances of Unknown 
Tongues”. Still one’s mind wanders back until 
that 15th August, 1792, on which day he was 
born; and then, leaping the intervening gulf 
of years of research, of earnest effort, and per- 
sistent endeavour, alights on the year 1819, 
when, as the brilliant assistant of world- 
famous Dr. Chalmers, he became the centre 
of fashionable church-going crowds at Glas- 
gow. Four years later saw immerse audiences 
attending the Scotch church, Hatton Garden, 
drawn there by his magnetic personality. So 
popular did he become, that 1827 witnessed 
the erection of a new church for his use in 
Regent Square. Here he developed hetero- 


doxical seniirnents, propound:d what orth3- 
doxy termed sirange doctrines; was expelled 
from the church 0.1 15th March, 1833; and 
had caused, by his idiosyncrasy, a great ad- 
vance to be made in the direction of liberal 
thought ere he breathed his last in the early 
December of the following year. 

But, you ask, what has all this to do with us 
who are living in a day of economic oppres- 
sion; are living in sordid conditions, and have 
sO many ill-treated and ill-fed children? What 
have these mysiic dreams of the forgotten 
past to do with present misery and future 
improvement? -Let me, with the Editor’s 
courteous and kindly permission, tell you 
through these columns. In the past, as in the 
present, men have sought to give a material- 
ist expression to their ideals—and they have 
left that expression engraven on their altars 
and written on the structure of their temples. 
As time has progressed, the letter has become 
purified, and men have entered more into the 
spirit of true religion, of that conscious sens? 
of hidden mystery so beautifully symbolised 
by the term Agnosticism. We note progress, 
therefore, and hence our dwelling on the past 
has routed our pessimism of the present, as 
with Longfellow, we feel, that: 
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Lives of great men all remind us 
That we can make our lives sublime, 

And departing, leave behind us, 
Footprints on the sands of time. 


Then, as we once more turn our thoughts 
towards the consideration of the past, we 
remember that great men fought for nobler 
outlooks on life’s struggle, for purer concep- 
tions of man’s duty, for an abolition of that 


seeking for “accomplishment” which is the 
letter of an education entirely opposed to the 
spirit of true education. And should we now 
direct our attention to the present, and note 
the outward conformity of men with the con- 
ventionalities to the time to which they are 
inwardly opposed, we realise that the heritage 
of the past is to 


be up and doing 

With a heart for any fate, 
Still achieving, still pursuing, 
Learn to labour and to wait. 


From this we shall go on, until the home is 
ennobled; woman treated as man’s equal 
socially and his superior ethically; children 
well-cared for by the State under whose guid- 
ance they have been brought into being; the 
reasoner in man and woman becomes para- 
mount; and the time comes when, with reason 
at the helm and emotionalism in the stoke- 
hold, humans will march through life serving 
themselves by pleasing, enlightening, and 
elevating other humans. Man and woman will 
then have entered into the Social Nirvana, 
the Freethought Paradise, the blessed state 
of Socialistic Individualism and Anarchical 
Communism; and our posterity shall have 
witnessed “the dawning of the morning of 
that bright and happy day” when so perfect 
will be self-government of the individual that 
monopoly shall not exist, and no enforced 
laws will be necessary in order that there shall 
be a democratic control of the means of pro- 
duction, distribution, and exchange. O thou 
ecclesiastical memories of merry Islington, I 
thank thee that thou should have awakened 
within me these noble thoughts! 


13 HIGHBURY CORNER FORUM 


The dialectic is, as a matter of fact, nothing 
but the scienze of the universal laws of motion 
and evolution—in nature, human society and 


thought. 


In its issue for Tuesday, July 17, 1906, the 
Gazette published a very full account of the 
propaganda at Highbury Corner on Sunday, 
July 15. 

I excerpt: 


—FREDERICK ENGELS 


HIGHBURY CORNER PROPAGANDA 
Secularists, Freethinkers, and — Nondescripts 


Sunday was a busy day at Highbury Corner. 
True to his promise, “A. T. G.” was there, ex- 


- 


+. 
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posing in public the trickery of certain politi- 
cians of local fame who shall be nameless. 
Adjoining this meeting was the Secularist 
platform, on which the first speaker was Mr. 
Calman, who made many ridiculous jokes, the 
points of which were certainly not so obvious 
as their vulgarity. The local minister of Fre2- 
thought, Mr. Guy Aldred, happening to 
be present, was invited to mount the plattorm, 
and he made it clear that he had no sympathy 
with Mr. Calman’s methods. Mr. Guy Aldred 
dwelt at length on the fact that so few mar- 
tyrs died for the Christian Faith during the 
first three centuries; remarked upon the per- 
fect order in nature that rendered ridiculous 
the Christian belief in the capricious inter- 
ference with such law and order, and, finally, 
vigorously denounced the gutter vulgarism of 
men who did not study science or philosophy, 
but relied on foolish anecdote that established 
nothing except the puerility of the mind of 
the would-be wit. 

By far the most interesting meetings, how- 
ever, were those of the Social Democratic 
Federation, with its red flag, and the Christian 
Evidence Society. 

At the Socialist gathering, the speaker was 
A. Tierce, who lectured on “Packingtown and 
Social Democracy”, the lecture being based 
on‘his personal experiences in “The Chicago 
Jungle”. ... 

At the Christian Evidence gathering, Mr. 
Christopher was the lecturer, his subject being 
“Science and Prayer”. In an excellent address, 
he distinguished between prayer for better 
conditions of the weather, and for a better 
character and lofty soul-like inspiration. He, 
nevertheless, partially believed in the value 
of objective prayer physically; and quoted 
Tyndall, Faraday, and all the great scientists 
as being believers in prayer and opposed to 
Atheism. 

In reply to a question from Mr. J. Kellard, 
a Freethought lecturer, who is known as the 
“inevitable Socrates”, Mr. Christopher con- 
fessed that it was better to trust to the 
all-fatherly wisdom than to seek to advise 
and giude it by the chaotic ignorance of 
man. He did not, however, wish to ridicule 
prayer. 

Mr. Guy Aldred opposed. In the first place, 
he said, it was not incumbent on Secularists 
to accept the philosophic dictates of men 
whose authority was only admitted in the 
realm of [the] technical. So that what Tyndall 
and Huxley and Faraday said on philosovh‘c 
matters he proposed to bring to the bar of 


reason and there examine it. Faraday, despite 
his acquaintance with the Bible, was out of 
court, inasmuch as he did not bring to bear 
upon his study of the Bible that amount of 
critical acumen necessary to a proper appreci- 
ation of its place in literature, history and 
religious evolution. 

As to prayer, Mr. Aldred, as an Atheist, did 
not deny its subjective influence on the men- 
tality of the man who prayed, believing he 
would be answered; he did deny that it had 
any objective value, or that its subjective 
influence would be continued after the in- 
dividual who prayed realised this fact. At the 
best, Mr. .Christopher had to admit the 
fallacious reasoning upon which a belief in 
the efficacy of prayers for weather was based; 
and in this he negatived the teachings of 
Jesus, Prayer, therefore, could only be de- 
fended on the ground of “policy” and as being 
something that involved a requesting of the 
impossible in order to effect the probable. In 
other words, as theologically understocd, it 
did not rise above hypocrisy at the best. 

Mr. Christopher, in his reply, twitted his 
opponent with imagining that he was superior 
to Gladstone, Faraday. and Tyndall. Mr. 
Aldred, it was true, did not resort to gutter 
ridicule, but he was in bad company. Christ, 
as his opponent said, taught men to pray, and 
that was the grandest of all Christ’s teaching. 
His opponent was but 19, and had already 
changed three times—Christian, Theist, and 
Atheist in turn. He had a good head on him, 
and one that the lecturer hoped would be 
found, at the fourth change, employed in the 
interests of the noble creed of the Nazarene. 

It now being two o’clock an inspector of 
police drew attention to the fact. The audience 
slowly dispersed, and thus, amidst the rain, 
concluded one Sunday morning’s propaganda 
at Highbury Corner. 


This was a typical Highbury Corner Sunday 
morning in 1905. 

The reader will learn more about this 
Christian Evidence Society when I come to 
deal with Hyde Park and my conflicts there 
with this strange organisation of orthodox 
malice and confusion. It was a sadly named 
organisation. Evidence it never considered, 
and never produced. Abuse was its only argu- 
ment. Christianity, if its spirit is supposed to 
be one of tolerance and compassion, and re- 
gard for truth. it never understood. What 
purpose it served. even as an agent of ortho- 
doxy, is hard to describe. 
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14. LOCAL I.L.P. CLIMBING 


Good people, affairs can only go well in 
England when there shall be neither serf nor 
nobles, and when all shall be equal. 


The Islington Gazette faithfully portrayed 
in its columns the political activity in North 
London. Looking over its pages one sees the 
step-by-step rise of the Labour movement to 
power, within the capitalist system; the cir- 
cumstances that permitted Frederick Mon- 
tagu to migrate via the LL.P. from Highbury 
Corner and Islington Market to the House 
of Lords; and the exhaustion of working 
class enthusiasm by studied and despicable 
political careerism. The picture is a most 
interesting one. 

On Tuesday, July 24, 1906, the Gazette pub- 
lished an account of an S.D.F. meeting at 
Highbury Corner, that places on permanent 
record the names of many persons well known 
as “comrades” in North London fifty years ago. 

I excerpt part of the excellent report: 


THE HIGHBURY CORNER FORUM 
Tariff Reform v. Socialism 


A large audience assembled at Highbury 
Corner on Thursday evening last to hear a 
debate between Mr J.J. Newlove, secretary of 
the East Islington Branch, Social Democratic 
Federation, one of the prospective candidates 
of that organisation for the Highbury Ward 
at the forthcoming Borough Council) Elec- 
tions, and a gentleman who had attended the 
Socialist meeting on the Tuesday previous 
and subjected the speaker to continued inter- 
Tuption, as a result of which the debate was 
arranged. The unknown opponent had not 
arrived at 8.30 p.m. when “comrade” Miseldine 
opened the proceedings, and as his opponent 
had not put in an appearance by 9 o’clock 
“comrade” Newlove was called upon to deliver 
an address on the subject of the debate. 

The speaker commenced by outlining the 
policy of Mr Chamberlain, as set forth at 
Glasgow on October 6th, 1906. Dealing with 
the taxes on food and manufactured articles 
from foreign countries, the speaker main- 
tained that such taxes would have to be borne 
by the home consumers and buyers... . 

‘Protection did not bring higher wages. The 
introduction of the McKinley tariff in the 
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States was an example, while in all protected 
countries except America wages were lower 
than in England. 

“This,” said the speaker, “proving the 
Socialist contention that wages are deter- 
mined by the level of subsistence,” a remark 
well received by the audience... . 

“Wherever capitalism dominates,” said the 
speaker, “the effect upon the workers is the 
same. It is inherent in the system.” 

The address concluded with an appeal to 
those present to study Socialism for them- 
selves, and so understand something about 
the greatest world movement history had 
known. 

Several questions were asked and answered. 


On Wednesday, August 15, 1906, the Gazette 
reported at some length the I.L.P. meeting at 
Highbury Corner the previous Sunday. I ex- 
cerpt from this report all that is essential to 
remember: 


IL.P. AT HIGHBURY CORNER 


One of the best meetings of the season, 
under the auspices of the Islington Branch of 
the Independent Labour Party, the audience 
numbering a few hundreds, was held last 
Sunday night at Highbury Corner, under the 
chairmanship of Mr Craig. 

Mr Dalton criticised the remarks made by 
Mr Freeman, of Hoxton, who was speaking on 
behalf of the Moderate Party at the corner in 
the morning, in view of the Borough and 
County Council Elections. .. . 

Mr Dalton pointed out in his further re- 
marks that the Moderates were using Mr 
Freeman, and of course if returned to power 
they would not act according to the policy he 
had laid down. 

The Islington Gazette certainly played a 
part in helping to get Montagu into the House 
of Lords. It made him locally famous. He 
rounded off his record by becoming a soldier 
and gravitating to being an officer during the 
first World War, contrary to all Socialist 
principles. The Keir Hardie tradition of Anti- 
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Militarism put aside, he duly reached the 
House of Commons and then the House’ of 
Lords. A pretty study in parliamentarism. 

On Wednesday, August 22, 1906, the Isling- 
ton Gazette described the LL.P. campaign in 
Islington in a long article from which I quote: 


LL.P. CAMPAIGN 
Municipal Candidates 


On Sunday evening Mr Montagu, a candi- 
date, spoke to a large audience at Highbury 
Corner. He said they had 500 brancnes of the 
Independent Labour Party and 29 representa- 
tives in Parliament. This pcsition had been 
brought about by open-air work. Opponents 
did not oppose on principle, they made paltry 
and contradictory objections. .. . 

The Independent Labour Party believed in 
abolishing capitalists and capitalism. But not 
in abolishing mills and machinery. .. . 

Mr Sansome was invited to oppose. He be- 
gan by saying that it was amusing to him the 
way in which the speaker had skimmed over 
the thin ice of Socialism. .. . 

Mr Sansome was listened to with marked 
attention, and received a hearty round of 
applause at the close. 

It is intended to have further debates on 
these vital questions. 


In its issue for Tuesday, September 11, 1906, 
the Gazette published an account of the 
Clarion Van meeting at Highbury Corner on 
the previous Friday. The speaker was Bram- 
ley and his address was reported at great 
length. 

The report was headed: 


CLARION VAN AT HIGHBURY 
Last Meeting at Islington 


The opening account gave Montagu his 
place: 


“Clarion” Van No, 2 held the last meeting of 
?ts Islington tour at Highbury Corner on 
Friday evening. 


Mr Montagu, as chairman, remarked that 
not until we owned and controlled our measis 
of livelihood would we be free in the true 
sense of the term, He then introduced Mr 
Bramley, the official “Clarion” lecturer. 


No one suspected then that presiding over 
this meeting would help Fred Montagu to 
become a Lord! 

Bramley quoted Lord Avebury to the effect 
that the position of the working class in 
Europe was intolerable and that revolution 
was probable. Bramley then attacked Joseph 
Chamberlain and protection. He dealt with 
the question of Old Age Pensions and the pro- 
posal of the Royal Commission in 1899 and 
1901 to pay 7s. 6d per week, at the age of 65,. 
to all worn-out p=rsons. 

Bramley was reported by the Gazette as 
commenting: 


“Magnificent! But here are certain condi- 
tions. They must not have been convicted 
after the age of 45 of any offence, and must 
not have reczived alms during that period. 
Too old at 40! What about the odd 25 years; 
they cannot work, and if they beg or steal (in 
@ small way, of course, not on the Stock Ezx-- 
change) they forfeit their pension. 

“But when the Commissioners considered 
the cost of this munificent scheme they found 
that it would cost 10 million pounds per 
annum, and this was too much. So the scheme 
was abandoned. And yet they were spending 
£250 millions on a war to provide cheap lab- 
our, and twenty titled idlers of this country 
are drawing nearly seventeen millions every 
year as their pensions. But a British workman 
dearly loves a lord. 

“Mr Gully, after receiving £6,000 a year as 
Speaker, retired ‘exhausted’ with £4,000 a 
year. (Cries of “Shame’.) 

“Mr Edward Clarke, the retired Solicitor- 
General, receiving a pension of £2,000 a year, 
told the Plymcuth electors that he was op- 
posed to old age pensions because ‘they would 
undermine the sturdy independence of the 
British working classes’.” 
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15. INFIDELS AND “FIDELS” 


Whoever produces 


anything by weary 


labour does not need a revelation from Heaven 
to teach him that he has the right to the 


thing produced. 


The Islington Gazette discussion and re- 
ports of my Garnault Place meetings covered 
a wide field of thought and enquiry. Notwith- 
standing my youth, it reveals my very clear 
and definite interest in theology and my radi- 
cal Atheism. The studious interest and aggres- 
Sive radicalism have continued down the 
years. Yet, in the real sense of association 
and support, the Secularist movement had no 
time for me. I was permitted to do a great 
deal of “donkey work”, speaking in Station 
Road, Camberwell and Brockwell and Victoria 
Parks. I visited Manchesier once, and I was 
invited to speak on the Secularist platform 
there only because I was on a Socialist 
visit to the town. G. W. Foote was opposed 
very strongly to me, as though he feared 
a rival: and Chapman Cohen could not be 
accused of friendship He exhibited no 
desire to welcome me to the Platform. In the 
Ethical movement, my treatment was much 
the same; and the Rationalist movement de- 
finitely closed its platform to me. In Glasgow, 
although one or two members of the Secular 
Society are friendly, the Society as a body is 
opposed to me appearing on its platform. 
Yet my record as an Atheist thinker and 
propagandist is outstanding. I have lasted the 
distance. It is not for me to defend my plat- 
form activity but I do claim that I can hold 
my own in debate. I know my subject and I 
am not without dignity. Why these years 
of boycott? The men who have usurped leader- 
ship write and speak with less vigour and 
clarity than I do and lack real service in the 
struggle. 

For these reasons it is of interest to study 
this 1906 campaign which ought to have been 
boosted by the official journal of Freethought. 

In the foregoing chapters the Gazette cor- 
respondence has not been exhausted. I now 
venture to reproduce two letters attacking my 
views. They were answered by me at the time. 
My replies will be reprinted in a later chapter. 
I am anxious to bring the analysis of this 
correspondence to a close. To my mind the 
discussion, with its pro and con, and its items 
of abuse, is as lively today as when first pub- 
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lished. Hence I have no objection to letting 
the Christians so-called have their say, with- 
out immediately reprinting my answers. 

The date at the head of these letters is the 
date of the issue of the Gazette in which they 
appeared. 


Friday, August 3, 1906 
THE GARNAULT PLACE ORATIONS 


Sir—If Mr. Guy Aldred’s enthusiasm in the 
sacred cause of humanity were not so fatally 
clouded by an unconscious (?) egotism, he 
might find a better target for his atheistic 
missiles than the promoters of poor children’s 
holiday funds. Let me say at once that I have 
no connection with any such fund, and, as a 
Tory Churchman, I certainly hold no brief for 
Messrs. Brain Castle and Co. No doubt these 
gentlemen say and do many foolish things—- 
it is a way people get into—possibly Mr. Guy 
Aldred is not altogether exempt. But a far 
greater question than Radical Nonconformity 
is at stake here. After all these sneers at “sky 
pilots”, let me ask—not for the present Mr. 
Guy Aldred—but any sane person, who wishes 
to preserve his mental balance—“Allowing for 
all the inconsistencies of professing Chris- 
tians, would London, England, the world at 
large, be better or worse if the name of Christ 
were to lose its influence, the Cross of Christ 
its inspiration?” 

The socialism of which Mr. Aldred fondly 
dreams may be a golden vision or a dismal 
nightmare, but it will certainly never be real- 
ised in his time or mine, and meanwhile the 
followers of the Divine Nazarene, with all their 
shortcomings, go quietly on their way, and do, 
at least, something for this same humanity, 
even if it be only to send the little ones of our 
poli ig A a brief space into purer 

ngs (frequentl af 
day in 365°, q tly for more than “one 

Surely this “cup of cold water” to the 
parched lips of childhood is worth offering, 
even if proffered in that name, of which Mr 
Aldred was an old-time worshipper, and 
which, when the darkness is past, shalt once 
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again receive his humble and devout allegi- 
ance, “Inasmuch as ye have done it unto one 
of the least of these, my little ones (men or 
women or children) ye have done it unto Me”. 
Iam, etc., 
R. G. WOOD 
112 Guinnes’s Buildings, Finsbury, E.C. 
August 1st, 1906 


CHRISTIANITY v. FREETHOUGHT 


Sir—Seeing according to your report that 
Mr Aldred mentioned my name at his meet- 
ing last Monday night, I feel bound to some 
extent to make a reply. I had intended to be 
at that meeting to listen to Mr Aldred’s non- 
sense, but was kept at home with a bad foot. 
I hope I shall have the pleasure one of these 
evenings of listening to Mr Aldred, 

Now, sir, I have been waiting for Mr Aidred 
to accept my challenge to mention the name 
of one man calling himself a Freethinker who 
has by his gospel (so-called) of atheism, or 
any other “ism”, left the world the better for 
his having lived in it. He may mention if he 
likes the names of Voltaire, of Ingersoll, or 
any other, but they won’t do. 

Why is it that Christianity has not held the 
sway as it might have done. It is because 
man’s heart is stubborn and hard, and he is 
too self-willed, he thinks too much of his own 
self-interest, and will not allow the teachings 
of Christ to influence him for good, and to 
help him to extend the hand of a brother to 
his fellow-creatures, Mr Aldred knows he 
cannot honestly support his own cause, and 
so attacks those who are trying by God’s help 
to uplift their downtrodden fellow-creatures, 
such men as Mr Reuben May, of Whitecross 
Street, of Mr Groom, and others. 

I will ask him another question, and until 
he has answered let him not find fault with 
Christian men who have tried to do good and 
to some extent failed. How many charitable 
institutions have been started and entirely 
supported by Agnostics, Atheists, Freethink- 
ers, etc.? Not one. All our charitable institu- 
tions for the uplifting of humanity are the 
result of Christ’s teachings, and the selfish- 
ness of man is the cause of slums, misery, 
and disease of every kind, and when a man ‘is 
down and has no power within himself to 
raise himself up, what power is there, I ask, 
in Mr Aldred’s so-called “gospel” to do it for 
him? None whatever. 

The power of the Gospel of Jesus Christ 


can and does when the man is willing to 
accept that power and apply it to himself. 
I am, etc., 
ALFRED P. WALKER 


Liverpool Road, August Ist, 1906 


Fred Walker loved to repeat himself. In the 
Gazette for Friday, August 17, 1906, he re- 
turned to the attack and repeated his 
questions word for word. I have omitted only 
the repetitions: 


Sir,—I have been on the look out for an 
answer from friend Aldred to my letter which 
appeared in your issue of the 3rd inst. Does 
he feel he is unable to answer it, or did he feel 
taken back with the letter of Mr Richards or 
that of Mr Wood. Voltaire, living about 150 or 
200 years ago, never made a greater mistake 
in his life than when he said, “In 100 years 
hence the Bible will have been destroyed, and 
Christianity will only be remarkable as a 
thing of the past.” Never was the lie given to 
such a statement more than at the present 
moment. The Bible, instead of being de- 
stroyed, is being circulated more widely than 
BVET: 4.0% 

Suppose Mr Aldred believes in “Cause and 
Effect”, does he believe in a “first cause”, what 
was it, and how did that “first cause” come 
about? If he does not believe in a “first cause”, 
then I would ask, how did this world of ours 
come into existence? 

These are simple questions, and surely Mr 
Aldred, who is so well read, and apparently 
has such a good education, coupled with an 
extensive knowledge of things seen and un- 
seen, has some answer to give to these. Surely 
we need some power greater than our own to 
lift us to a higher standard of life, and what 
power I ask. is there outside of Jesus Christ 
to do this for us? 

Trusting our friend Aldred will give us an 
honest, straightforward answer to these 
questions or else for ever hold his peace until 
he is able to look at facts as facts and nothing 
else, I am, etc., 

ALFRED P. WALKER 


Liverpool Road, August 16, 1906 
Monday, August 27, 1906 
INFIDELS AND “FIDELS” 


Sir,—-As I have been away in Kent for some 
little time, partly on holidays and partly on a 
lecturing tour, I have not been able to keep 
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in touch with the Gazette. I am agreeably 
surprised to find on my return home, however, 
that you have been opening your columns 
during my absence to other infidels as well as 
to “fidels”. As I have not much time at present 
to deal with my critics at length, may I in- 
form your readers that I will lecture on the 
correspondence next Saturday, September Ist, 
at Garnault Place, and also deal with the 
whole correspondence since May 24th in the 
columns of the Agnostic Journal. 

I am, etc., 

GUY A. ALDRED 

(Minister of the Gospel of Freethought) 


Thursday, August 30, 1906 

Sir,—I noticed in the Islington Daily Gaz- 
ette of Monday a letter by Mr Guy Aldred, in 
which he states that on Saturday next he will 
lecture at Garnault Place in reply to the 
several points raised by your correspondents 
during the past week or two. 

I want, however, to call Mr Aldred’s atten- 
tion to a challenge thrown out by himself at 
Garnault Place more than a month ago. It 
was on the Monday preceding Bank Holiday, 
after a ferocious attack upon the Rev T. 
Brain Castle, that Mr Aldred said: “I will 
allow any man to occupy this platform for 
three-quarters of an hour; I shall take a 
quarter of an hour in reply, and the opener 
can finish up with a quarter of an hour. The 
subject will be “What has Christianity done 
for Humanity’,” and he added, “I contend 
Christianity has never done anything for the 
benefit of humanity.” I was present and said, 
“Very well, I’ll take you on if Iam in London.” 

Mr Editor, at the time I expected that 
possibly I should be away from London. Mr 
Aldred accepted my reply to this challenge, 
and fixed the debate for the following Monday, 
when somebody in the crowd remarked, “Next 
Monday will be Bank Holiday.” Mr Aldred then 
said, “Let it be Tuesday or Monday week, or 
any Monday night you chose.” To this I 
assented with the qualification, “if I am in 
London”. Mr Aldred’s reply was, “If you are 
not here I shall open in the usual way.” 

On the Tuesday I was at Garnault Place, 
but Mr Aldred did not put in an appearance; 
on the Monday following I was at Garnault 
Place, but Mr Aldred was not there; the Mon- 
day following I was again at Garnault Place, 
and still Mr Aldred was absent. I saw him on 
Sunday last on Clerkenwell Green, in the 
midst of his Socialist friends, holding a kind 
of discussion, and I said to a friend, “There is 


‘ed: he will surely be at Garnault Place 
Pinte night.” I went last Monday night ta 
Garnault Place, and hung around from 8.40 
to 9.40, and Mr Aldred did not put in an ap- 

. But what was my sulprise on open- 
M ciaiyy Gadeite to find that Mr Aldred had 
chosen to reply on Saturday next to letters in 
your paper, and to find that he ignores the 
challenge issued by himself (he choosing the 
subject of debate) and accepted by me. 

I am going away on Saturday morning, but 
even if I were to be present, I should not have 
any locus standi, because Mr Aldred chooses 
another subject or subjects and other 
opponents. . 

By the way, whilst I am writing, may I ask 
information on a few assertions made by Mr 
Aldred at one of his lectures? He says that 
Lord Kelvin stated that in considering the 
subject of the Creation we must not appeal 
to an abnormal) act of God. A strange saying 
for Lord Kelvin, but not out of the region of 
probability, though I know that Lord Kelvin 
has on other occasions spoken explicitly to 
the effect that science does not preclude God, 
but rather confirms the idea of a Divine gov- 
ernor of the world. But Mr Aldred followed 
this up by saying that Lord Kelvin did not 
believe in the Virgin Birth, in the Atonement, 
in the Resurrection; in fact, Lord Kelvin was 
not a Christian. 

I am not going to deny Mr Aldred’s state- 
ments re Lord Kelvin, but I should like in- 
formation, and if the statements are correct, 
Christian Evidence Society lecturers should 
no longer boast of Lord Kelvin being a 
Christian. 

I am, etc., 
M. O’CONNELL 


Sir,—It it rather amusing to find individuals 
of Mr Walker’s type of mind advising a cor- 
respondent who writes with the scrupulous 
exactness of Mr Innes to stick to facts. As I 
have already shown in your columns, Mr 
Walker has, in the course of this correspon- 
dence, deliberately attributed to Mr Jameson 
Atheistic sentiments I expounded in opposi- 
tion to Mr Jameson. When the error was 
politely pointed out both by Mr Jameson and 
myself, he re-asserted, in the teeth of the 
facts adduced by us and patent to all fair- 
minded readers of your journal, the “truth” 
of his fallacy. 

Then he took issue with me about Wesley 
being “an immortal heretic”, whilst yet, in 
Substance, agreeing. Such an erratic evan- 
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gelist evidently belongs to the Torrey group 
of fiction specialists, and displays the in- 
tellectual acumen of a Welsh Revivalist. ‘And 
it is to the category of the slanders of a Torrey 
—slanders so ruthlessly exposed by Mr W.T. 
Stead—that his reference to Ingersoll’s filthy 
language, not fit for dogs to hear, belongs. If 
Ingersoll’s gems of literary and psychic in- 
terest were not fit for the dogs to hear, it was 
only because they were of too great an alti- 
tude; for similar reasons Mr Walker cannot 
appreciate them; he must shed his Christian 
prejudice first, and lose the tail-of ignorance. 

For the rest I invite him to my meeting on 
Saturday. The fallacy of the “personal exper- 
jence” argument and also the lamentable 
ignorance of Mr Walker, should prove of 
interest to your correspondents. He may have 
30 minutes on the platform. 

I am, etc., 
GUY A. ALDRED 
(Minister of the Gospel of Freethought) 


Wednesday, September 5, 1906 
CHRISTIANITY v. FREETHOUGHT 


Sir,—As arranged, I went to Mr Aldred’s 
meeting on Saturday night at Garnault Place, 
Dut I must say that I was so disgusted with his 
remarks that I began to think that I had 
wasted my time and that I should have been 
better employed elsewhere. Nearly all his re- 
marks were sheer nonsense; and, as I was 
going to say, a few were lies. At anyrate, I am 
quite prepared to meet Mr Aldred next Satur- 
day, in debate, at Garnault Place. What does 
Mr Aldred say? 

TI repeat my challenge. Can Mr Aldred 
mention the name of one man calling himseif 
Freethinker, Infidel, Agnostic, etc., who has 
done so much good in his life for the social 
‘and moral uplifting of the people as... 
General Booth. The work of General Booth is 
such that even the City of London present 
him with the Freedom of the City of London; 
ithe King receives him in audience; and if 
General Booth was to appeal for £50,000 for 
this social work, I don’t hesitate to say he 
would get it easily. Can Mr Aldred say as much 
of any of his leaders on behalf of Infidelity or 
even of himself. 

And again I ask, can he mention one chari- 
table institution started and supported by, or, 
in the name of the Freethought, Atheist, and 
Agnostic party? ... They say they mend 
society to mend the individual, but they 
start at the wrong end of the stick. We mend 


the individual first by giving them the Gospel 
of Jesus Christ, which makes new men and 
new women of them. 

Can Mr Aldred mention any Infidel or Free- 
thinker who has gone into any of our large 
prisons and preached the gospel of Free- 
thought to the convicts. General Booth can 
go and preach the Gospel of Jesus Christ to 
about 1,000 convicts a few days ago at Dari- 
moor, and is cheered by the men. 

He speaks of men willing to suffer imprison- 
ment for the cause of Infidelity. I wonder how 
many would be willing, if needs be, to lay 
down their lives and to be burnt at the stake 
rather than give up their Infidelity or 
Atheism? Would Mr Aldred? 

I shall be willing to meet Mr Aldred on his 
own platform next Saturday night to continue 
the debate on this correspondence from July 
13th to date, does he consent? 

I am, etc., 
ALFRED P. WALKER 


Liverpool Road, September 3, 1906 


Wednesday, September 12, 1906 

Sir,—As a reader of your excellent journal 
who was present at the debate on Saturday 
between Mr Walker and Mr Aldred, and also 
as a Christian, I must say that I was dis- 
gusted with Mr Walker’s performance. Mr 
Walker has stated that nearly all Mr Aldred’s 
remarks were sheer nonsense, and that some 
were lies. Surely it would have been more to 
the point to have given some examples. 

I am a Christian, but I am also open- 
minded; and I have read a great deal of Mr 
Aldred’s writings. He is worthy of the best 
steel in our camp, and until a Christian comes 
forward who can display courtesy, and betray 
the same acuteness of mind and sincerity of 
purpose as Mr Aldred, I am afraid we shall 
have to go from our best followers of the noble 
Carpenter of Nazareth to the Jocal “infidel”. 
I have learnt much from Mr Aldred, and am 
greatly indebted to him. I am somewhat shy 
of writing letters to the Press, but Mr Walker’s 
inanities—as Mr Aldred calls them—have led 
me to violate the dictum of SS. Paul and Peter. 

I am, etc., 
DISGUSTED CHRISTIAN WOMAN 


The contentions of Mr. Wood and Mr. 
Walker were answered item by item in my 
letters to the Gazette. The editor was scrupu- 
lously just. My speeches and letters had to be 
considered from the double standpoint. At- 
tacking orthodox Christianity and replying to 
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orthodox Trinitarian Christians I had the 
right to assume that all that appeared in the 
Bible was true and that Christ was God and 
the propounder of miracles. As a Freethinker, 
in my own person, I did not subscribe to this 
idea, but claimed the right to analyse, to 
accept Jesus as a man who actually lived and 


was a rebel and a heretic. Historically, I did 
not accept the water-into-wine story, which 
is pure mythology. My Christian opponents. 
lacked the understanding to follow such 
reasoning and I had to answer from a cruder 
angle. Their plane of thought was irrational, 
unscientific, and somewhat vulgar. 


16. ORATIONS: FREETHOUGHT AND SOCIALIST 


Matter is a philosophic category which 


refers to the objective reality given to man in 
his sensations; a reality that is copied, 
photographed and reflected by our sensations, 
but which exists independently of them. To 
say such a doctrine can become antiquated is 


childish prattle, 


The Islington Gazette reports of my meet- 
ings revealed the progress of my materialism. 
I turned more and more from physical 
materialism, the tracing of the physical basis 
of the mind of man, to economic materialism, 
the realisation of the social-economic basis 
of his personal morals, sense of justice, and 
his code of wisdom. The truths of economic 
materialism distressed me much more than 
that of physical materialism. I did not like 
to think that death ended man’s personal 
existence, though I could not see how that 
truth could be denied. This truth hurt my 
vanity and wounded my egotism. It was a 
most uncomfortable reflection. Economic 
materialism assailed my faith in reason. I 
believed that there was a principle of ethics 
and of law. To have this governed and defined 
by economics was distressing. Yet analysis 
compelled me to note its truth. I was com- 
pelled to accept the Marxian concept. The 
evolution of my mind along these lines was 
emphasised by the Gazette reports of my 
Garnault Place and Highbury Corner meet- 
ings and discussions. 

The Islington Gazette for Thursday, Sep- 
tember 13, 1906, reported: 


THE PROGRESSIVES AND THE 
BOROUGH COUNCIL 


Mr Aldred’s Vigorous Attack 


A large, and, at times somewhat disorderly 
and excited crowd, listened to an address 
delivered by Mr Guy A. Aldred at the corner 
of Garnault Place on Monday evening on 
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“The Old Order and the New”. Behind his 
meeting was assembled another one con- 
vened by the local “Trades Council”, which 
was addressed by Councillors Shaw and Gil- 
lett, and Mr J. Villa, on the baths question- 
This meeting supplied Mr Aldred with his 
subject. 

We were, he said, nearing November, and 
the Progressives were fearful lest they should 
not be returned. They had been returned on 
the baths’ clause at the last election, and 
after worsting the Moderates on a false issue, 
had attended chapel meetings and told the 
P.S.A.’s—for men only—‘How God won the 
election”. 

There was behind him Councillor G.M. 
Gillett, J.P., who was a semi-secularist and 
hypocritical Christian. By thus characteris- 
ing the President of the Peel Institute, he 
did not accuse him of individual dishonesty. 
All that he meant to imply was that he did 
not have courage enough to break with the 
creed that had hitherto stood for the spiritual 
chloroforming of the people. 

The Sermon on the Mount told Mr Gillett 
to take no heed for the morrow, but both as. 
a banker and a local politician he did so. 

Jesus also declared that we should ask for 
all we wanted in prayer, and if we had faith,. 
it would be granted unto us. Instead of tell- 
ing election lies at street corners, why did not 
Mr. Gillett pray to God to make the public 
more gullible, in order that Christian capi- 
talists might the better prey on them. 

As a philosophic state of mind, Atheism 
implied honesty of thought and expression- 


_——-— 


That being so, every honest Atheist would be 
well advised to stand up for Socialism and 
Atheism instead of Christian charity. For all 
the charity ever given Labour paid; for La- 
bour was the source of all wealth. It was the 
duty of men and women, therefore, to abolish 
the influence of local bethels, to get rid of 
“Gawd thanking” Wesleyan aldermen, and 
ae up the cudgels on behalf of justice for 
all. 

Christianity was dying, and Sir Oliver 
Lodge said that there was no monopoly of 
miracles. 

For himself and his class-conscious Social- 
ist friends, the lecturer would say, in the 
words of John Morley, to the Christian re- 
ligion and its professors: 


“You have so debilitated the minds of men 
and women by your promises and your dreams 
that many a generation must come and go 
before Europe can throw off the yoke of your 
Superstition. But we promise you they shall 
be generations of strenuous battle. We give 
‘you all the advantages you may gain from the 
sincerity and pious worth of the good and 
Simple amongst you. We give you again all 
that the bad among you may get by resort to 
the poisoned weapons of your profession and 
its traditions, its bribe to mental indolence, 
its hypocritical affectation in the pulpit, its 
false speciousness to the world, its menace at 
the deathbed. With all these you may do your 
worst and still humanity will escape you, still 
the conscience of the race will rise away from 
‘you, still the growth of a brighter ideal, and 
@ nobler purpose will lead them on and on, 
leaving ever further and further behind 
them your dwarfed finality and its leaden 
noiseless stereotype. We shall pass you by on 
your flank and your fiercest darts will spend 
themselves on air. We will not attack you as 
‘Voltaire did, we will not exterminate you; we 
shall simply explain you. History will place 
‘your dogma in its class either above or below 
a hundred other competing dogmas, exactly 
as the naturalist classifies his species. From 
‘being a conviction it will sink to the level of 
@ curiosity, from being the guide to millions 
‘of lives it will dwindle down to a chapter in 
‘a book. As history explains your dogma, so 
‘science will dry it up; the conception of eter- 
nal law will silently make the conception of 
‘the daily miracle of your altars impossible, 
the mental climate will gradually deprive 
‘your symbols of their nourishment, and men 
‘will turn their backs on it, not because they 
confute it, but, because, like witchcraft and 
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astrology, it has ceased to interest them. The 
great ship of your church, once so stout and 
fair, and well-laden with good destinies, has 
become a skeleton ship; it is a phantom hulk 
with warped plank and sere canvas; and you, 
who work it, are no more than the ghosts of 
dead men, and at the hour when you seem to 
have reached the bay, down your ship will 
sink like lead or stone to the deepest bottom!” 


Question time having now arrived, the lec- 
turer was asked if a Christian could be a 
Socialist. His reply was, “Utterly impossible.” 

“How do you account for Keir Hardie 
then?” 

“I do not account for him; he is a politi- 
cian,” was the retort. 

Asked why he attacked the Peel Institute 
and his former companions, Mr Aldred re- 
plied that he had no personal quarrel with 
any of its members; he merely attacked it as 
part of an organised system of hypocrisy. 

The meeting then closed. 


The Islington Gazette, for Wednesday, 
September 19, reported: 


THE ETHICS OF VITUPERATION 
Progressives to be Opposed 


A large, attentive, and orderly meeting 
gathered at Garnault Place on Monday even- 
ing to listen to Mr Guy A. Aldred’s reply to 
the letter from Mr Burrows that appeared in 
the Islington Daily Gazette last Monday, Mr 
Burrows being himself present during part of 
the time. Having read the letter verbatim, 
the lecturer proceeded, in a spirited manner, 
to deal with the points it raised seriatim. 

It was first of all suggested that Mr Aldred 
was not well-known as a “clear and logical 
reasoner and thinker”. Well, who was to be 
the judge as to what constituted clear reas- 
oning? Perhaps he should say who were to be 
the judges, since the phrasing of the sentence 
suggested an appeal to the majority. But if 
they took the case of Herbert Spencer, there 
was a time when he was not well-known as a 
“clear and logical thinker”. Today the think-. 
ing recognised his prowess. But Spencer, un- 
recognised, was just as clear a reasoner and 
thinker as Spencer, recognised. 

He was accused of being young. He only 
need state that we were all guilty of that 
crime at some time of our lives, and Mr Bur- 
rows was not exactly a patriarch. The lec- 
turer would, however, content himself with 
recalling Pitt’s memorable reply to Walpole 
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in the House, on March 6th, 1741. The sub- 
stance of that reply was not an attempt 
either to palliate or to deny the atrocious 
crime of youth charged with so much de- 
cency and spirit on him, but a contenting of 
himself with an expression of the wish that 
he might be one of those whose follies would 
cease with their youth, and not of those who 
continued in ignorance and criminal folly in 
spite of age and experience. 

Mr Burrows, not being himself open to the 
accusation of being a thinker, attacked him 
for his change of convictions. But that was 
inevitable in the case of one who was true to 
the ideal of truthseeking as was the lecturer. 
But if change of opinion was a crime, why 
did the Progressives now denounce him, 
whereas they had formerly applauded him. 

As to his work, it was true he did not seek 
to patch up the present rotten state of society, 
but he served humanity better by striving for 
justice. He did not question Mr Gillett’s per- 
sonal sincerity, but attacked him as a Pro- 
gressive, and as such, one of the helpless 
perpetuators of the present system of venal 
hypocrisy and immoral competition. 

As to the threat of slander, if Mr Burrows 
thought he was going to be frightened by 
such means he had made a mistake. For what 
he said he had no apology to offer. The Pro- 
gressives were gentlemen, for all gentlemen 
were respectable; but what respectability 
signified he would not say, for to do so might 
involve him in a slander action! But some- 
thing more drastic than a slander action was 
promised. What was it? Howling Noncon- 
formist hooliganism? If so, Mr Burrows, who 
suggested such—he would be careful and say, 
seem to hint at such—was a worthy successor 
of Catholic and Protestant persecutors of old. 

An apostle of exactness, Mr Burrows re- 
ferred to a society as “something else’, and 
also to the Roman Church—which might 
mean either the pre-Christian or the Roman 
Catholic! If Christians required to keep a 
bridle on their tongues, the lecturer was suffi- 
ciently fearless in his exposition of truth not 
to require to do so. 

The mittens had been taken off and gaunt- 
let thrown down. Very well. In the same way 
as, in Islington, the Socialists intended beat- 
ing the Progressives, so also would they in 
Clerkenwell pursue them to the bitter end. 
There was to be no compromise with men who 
attempted the impossible and sought to com- 
bine sound municipal enterprise with con- 
Sideration for the ratepayers’ pockets. There 


was to be no compromise with mansions-in- 
the-sky supernaturalism, and Christian 
charity. 

The sole basis of reform, the real solution 
of the social problem, was to be found in 
class-conscious Socialism and philosophic. 
atheism, It was not enough for a man to be 
an Atheist, he would also have to be a Social- 
ist. And in Atheistic-Socialism was alone to 
be found the workers’ salvation. 

Mr Aldred then asked for questions and op- 
position; but none being forthcoming, said. 
that he intended taking no further notice of 
individuals who were afraid to defend them- 
selves on the platform. Mr Burrows had fallen 
short of being a Dean Swift by being too 
funny to be humorous, too vindictive to be 
sarcastic, and too childish to be serious. 


The Islington Gazette, for Wednesday, 
September 26, 1906, reported: 


SOCIALISM IN FINSBURY 
Opening of Election Campaign 


On Wednesday evening, at Garnault Place, 
Finsbury Socialists opened their election 
campaign, J. Shirras presiding, and Mr Guy 
Aldred being the speaker. 

The chairman, in his opening remarks, 
stated that neither Moderates nor Progres- 
sives represented the workers’ interests. He: 
accordingly asked the inhabitants to work for 
the return of the two Socialist candidates, 
who were not financed by bankers nor were 
they private printers nor jerry builders. 

Mr Aldred followed. 

Should he in the course of his address at- 
tack individuals, he desired it to be under— 
stood he attacked them as political opponents, 
not as individuals. As to whether personal 
sincerity and intellectual acumen were com- 
patible with attempts to reconcile sound 
municipal enterprise with ratepayers’ inter— 
ests he would leave for his hearers to judge. 
Frankly as a Socialist, he had no regard for 
the ratepayers’ pocket. 

He saw around him, as the result of class 
control of the necessities of existence, a vast 
amount of mis-directed labour, nauperising 
parish relief, misemployed science, sweated 
child, girl, woman, and man labour; he noted 
luxury on the one hand, and starvation for 
lack of food on the other. All this was the 
outcome of the spirit of grab and greed, of 
the gospel of being successful at the expense 
of others, that was fostered and nurtured by 


so 


“ 
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the profit-mongering tendencies of capital- 
ism. The wretched unemployable manufac- 
tured by this system would not be raised, nor, 
as a Class, abolished by tinkering Progres- 
sives, who, like the Moderates, remembered 
posterity and the proletariat with triennial 
regularity. By a coincidence elections were 
also triennial events. The only solution of the 
problem was the common ownership of the 
necessities of life, the common distribution of 
socially produced wealth. Such a control fos- 
tered healthy competition, that was, compe- 
tition that stimulated the non-successful and 
inspired the successful; competition that 
made for a joyous, happy, slumless and pros- 
perous world—a world that possessed neither 
useless monarchies nor _ scraggy-necked 
duchesses. If the administration in Finsbury 
had been bad, it was their own fault for 
participating in the return to power of a 
party that was as willing to betray the work- 
ers’ interest as the Moderates. 

Were his hearers to turn to matters Parlia- 
mentary they would observe that the Liberals 
thought more about second ballot as the re- 
sult of Labour opposing them than by Labour 
hanging on to their tail. Not that the lecturer 


‘praised the Independent Labour Party, nor 


that he entirely endorsed its policy. 


Coming to the local Labour and Trades 
Council, he would ask his hearers to question 
its members as to their reasons for being 
trade unionists, whether their unions all 
existed, whether they were private capitalists, 
and whether they all possessed delegated 
authority. Seeing that palliatives were given 
by the governing class to soften the effect of 
capitalistic slavery, that wealth consisted in 
the value of labour involved in turning raw 
material into the manufactured article, they 
could leave palliatives to governing classes, 
and need work only for the abolition of the 
present state of society. Revisionism was un- 
necessary, revolution and discontent were 
the remedies. 

His desire was to raise the wretched rather 
than to rise, content with Morris to remem- 
ber that the cause alone was worthy until 
the good days brought the best. Meanwhile, 
and until then, poverty would continue, 
poisoned food would flourish, and a great part 
of the population would be employed keeping 
the other part honest. 

There being no questions or opposition, the 
meeting was closed by the chairman, who 
passed several animadversions upon Mr Gillett 
as a Progressive, the local Trades Council, and 
Progressive employment of non-union labour. 


17. CHRISTIANITY AND POLITICS 


It is indeed curious to consider men make 
the gods that themselves worship. 


The setting was local. I was fifty years 
younger than I am now as I read these 
reports. At that time, Clerkenwell and the 
beginnings of Islington, but not too far north, 
‘was all the world to me. I had no thought of 
Scotland. Yet today I am a Glaswegian. Did 
I return to Clerkenwell it would be as a 
stranger. The streets I knew so well are no 
longer warm with interest and with friend- 
ship. Many of the folk with whom I talked so 
earnestly are away, a few in the English- 
speaking New World, utter aliens to the place 
that was once all the world to them. Most, I 
fear, have passed beyond the veil. It was in- 
evitable yet it seems sad. It is the change 
that comes with time. Only one thing has 
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endured. The message. That remains the 
same. It is fundamental. And it will achieve 
its purpose. Yet in these Clerkenwell days of 
half-a-century back I was charged with 
changing my opinions, with being unstable, 
and indicted for my extremism. Not to my- 
self as an individual, but to the spirit of my 
youth, was attributed a desire to bring about 
violent changes and upheaval. 

Time has vindicated me completely. I was 
not unstable for I reproduce these old reports 
of my speeches and activity and endorse them 
now. Time has routed the views of my 
critics and their organisations are dead or 
dying. Time has proved that violence belongs 
to conservatism and orthodoxy. Had the world 
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ISLINGTON EMPIRE, 1906 


Tastes in entertainment have 
changed considerably since 
1906. The C:nema has replaced 
the Vaudevilles and Theatres 
of that period throughout the 
world. This is a picture of the 
Empire, Islington. as I knew it 
in 1906. I knew it from the 
outside rather than from with- 
in. The old horse tram, of 
which I was very fond, marks 
this era. 


CALEDONIAN MARKET 


One of the sights of London 
in my 1906 days was the famous 
Caledonian Market, now passed 
into history. It was held on 
Tuesdays and Fridays. The 
market was derived originally 
from Bartholomew Fair, held 
at Smithfield. Islington folk 
dubbed the market the “Cally”. 
It was known more widely as 
“Rag Fair”. 

The “Cally” was a vast open 
market which attracted crowds 
of visitors. I often took advan- 
tage of it for advancing my 
Atheist and Socialist ideas, It 
was said that you could buy 
anything “for the price you 
like’. It had 2,000 stalls and 
pitches. 

During the two world wars, additional buildings 
were erected, and it was termed, more respectabty, the 
“Pedlar’s Market”. 

The Second World War finished the market. A year 
after peace was declared the market was closed 
completely. 


A Scene at the Rag Fair, 1996 
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listened to me and given me my due, it would 
not be in the shocking state it is today. I look 
back to these Islington Gazette reports of my 
activity with some pleasure and reassurance. 
Only there is agony there as well. For I looked 
upon the world and I protested in sorrow. The 
natrow interests that deprived my contem- 
poraries of eyes with which to see condemned 
me to impotence. 

Let the reader turn back to these Islington 
and Clerkenwell days and read what I said 
and tried to do. Think, with backing, what I 
might have done. All these years of struggle I 
have been the victim of a conspiracy on the 
part of those who censured me that they 
might flourish in studied uselessness, the 
“Yes Men” who from this angle or that, re- 
sisted change and opposed truth. They were 
resolved that I should not make the message 
known. They dreaded its possible success. 

On Wednesday, November 7, 1906, the 
Islington Gazette reported: 


THE TRUE RELIGION 
I.L.P. Attacked 


A large and enthusiastic gathering con- 
vened at Garnault Place on Monday to listen 
to a lecture delivered under the auspices of 
the London Secular Society, by Mr Guy A. 
Aldred, on “The True Religion: a Cantless 
Gospel.” 

As was to be expected, the lecturer, in his 
opening remarks, dealt with the municipal 
elections, and declared that he was not sorry 
to witness the Progressive rout. So far as the 
workers were concerned the change meant 
little difference, the only point being that 
avowed anti-Socialists and open enemies of 
Socialism had succeeded the workers’ false 
friends. Little thanks were due to the ridicu- 
lous actions of the late Council, as little as 
was due to Mr. Haldane for his discharges at 
Woolwich Arsenal. The lecturer only hoped 
that the people would be so educated by 
their mis-governors that they would return 
working-class Socialist representatives next 
election. 

With that he passed on to his lecture, after 
having reminded his audience that his object 
was to deliver a religious and theological ad- 
dress. 

His opponents accused him of not being 
religious, but that only showed that they did 
not know what religion meant, Religion, cor- 
tectly defined, did not mean the clinging to 
dogmas that were false, but a trust‘ng to one’s 
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own thcughts against all the specious tradi- 
tioas of the Church. It was the abiding by 
one’s own judgment, the belief in the suprem- 
acy of service, the simple art of thinking for 
others, that constituted true religion. And this 
was the only religion that need be taught to 
children—a religion taught by all the great 
philosophers and masters, a religion that 
stood independent of the questionable ex- 
istence of a questionable Christ and mytho- 
logical Jesus. This religion was the religion 
of cooperation, the religion of the Socialist 
and Atheist. Whole heavens superior to the 
Bible creed, it taught him to treasure up the 
many flowers of thought that blossomed forth 
in the Bible pages amid the weeds of tradi- 
tion and obscenity. 

He was reminded that one could not pour 
new wine into old bottles without the bottles 
breaking. The honest and philosophic Social- 
ist could not, therefore, compromise either 
Dhilosophically or on historical grounds with 
the church and the chapels that only took to 
discussing Socialism because “it was in the 
air’. When it was not in the air, it had been 
left to Atheists to discuss. 

“Every true Socialist, therefore,” con- 
tinued Mr Aldred, “should make it his busi- 
ness to attack the L.L.P., with its Christian 
sophistical sentimentalist and political wire- 
puller, Keir Hardie.” For Keir Hardie’s atti- 
tude on the Zulu and Egyptian question, the 
lecturer admired him; but that had not 
helped the workers. When, however, he lec- 
tured to P.S.A.s, and denounced his father 
and mother because they were Secularists; 
when, in addition, he said true Socialism 
meant true Christianity, Mr Hardie was be- 
traying the workers, revealing his ignorance, 
and talking utter nonsense. And with the 
LL.P., its specious Christian pretences, its 
narsenic membership, its invitations to 
bishops, and false pretences, there was no 
time to compromise. If the Liberals were 
false friends of Labour, so were the bethelised 
LL.Ps. 

On the other hand, if there was no time to 
compromise with the Christian Socialist, it 
was equally certain that there was no reason 
for compromising with Secularist, whose as- 
pirations never got beyond disestablishment 
and disendowment. He (the lecturer) was in 
favour of both; but he could not close his eyes 
to the fact that they had done these things 
in the U.S.A., and it had not abolished pov- 
erty there. No; the only religion that would 
emancipate the workers was that of kindness, 
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of sobriety, of a revolutionary Socialism as 
equally opposed to the Secularist Individual- 
ist as to the Christian Socialist; a religion of 
justice and happiness here, of an immortality 
of truth-loving and reincarnation of good; a 
religion that was not cast down by the leer of 
the priest nor inculcated by prayers for the 
dead; a religion without crape, widow’s weeds, 
and widowers’ lands; one of love and joy, the 
joy of service well performed, the happy 
knowledge of a benefited posterity. Such was 
his creed—the creed of a revolutionary who 
denied God and owed no allegiance to the 
King. 

Questions and opposition having been re- 
plied to, the meeting closed amid applause, 
the audience breaking up into small groups 
for the purposes of discussion. 


Thursday, October 4, 1906, the Islington 
Gazette reported: 


INVALID AUTHORITIES 
Mr Aldred and His Critics 
Following upon a well-attended and atten- 
tively listened to lecture on the previous Mon- 
day on “Christianity and Women”, Mr Guy A. 
Aldred, on Monday last, delivered a reply at 
Garnault Place, to the letter of Mr Leonard 
Smith. 
In the course of this reply, he argued that 
authorities proved nothing, and that Mr 


Smith was wrong in his facts. He, the lec- 
turer, did not say he was born a Christian, 
but only that he was brought up a Christian. 

As to the quotation from Renan, his “Vie 
de Jesus” was admittedly a work of fiction, 
and in his first edition he accused Jesus of 
conniving with the disciples and Lazarus at a 
theatrical display in planning ard pre- 
arranging the latter’s “resurrection”. This, in 
itself, was incompatible with a belief in Jesus 
as excelsior. Nor was Renan a sceptic, but a 
Theist and a believer in a future life. 

As to Christ having made wine and thereby 
condoned drunkenness, he advised Mr Smith 
to read the second chapter of the Gospel of 
St John. Joseph Barker was never editor of 
the National Reformer, but only second edi- 
tor, Charles Bradlaugh being the real editor. 
To quote him and Lecky on matters of opinion 
proved nothing, for the lecturer could cite 
Christians against them, the result being that 
the facts were unaltered. 

Concluding with a plea for total abstinence, 
and for the constitution of reason as the final 
court of appeal, Mr Aldred then replied to 
several questions submitted by Mr Lowry, 2 
Roman Catholic, on evolution. 

It may be interesting to add that, w'th the 
beginning of November, the local Freethink- 
ers are convening indoor meetings at Mr 
Aldred’s residence, when Christians, as well 
as Secularists, will be invited to read papers. 


18. SOCIAL DEMOCRACY REPUDIATED 


Oh, that perpetual law and order, I often 
think it is that, that does all the mischief in 


this world of ours. 


T do not know what reports appeared in the 
Islington Daily Gazette during 1907 of my 
Garnault Place addresses. There must have 
been a number, but the cuttings and papers 
are lost. 

The Gazette for Tuesday, April 2, 1907, 
published a report of my conflict with E. E. 
Hunter, who subsequently proved himself to 
be a careerist, although not altogether too 
successful. 

The report read: 


—HENRIK IBSEN 


SOCIALISTS AT VARIANCE 
Mr Aldred Challenged 


The meeting which was held at Garnault 
Place on Wednesday evening last by the 
Social Democratic Federation proved to be 2 
strenuous one, largely owing to the vigorous 
opposition of Mr Guy A. Aldred, who was 
formerly a prominent member of that crgan- 
isation. He frequently quarrelled with thé 
executive, however, over the right of free 
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speech, the need to attack Christianity, and 
the farce of so-called Parliamentary repre- 
sentation. This led ultimately to his with- 
drawal, and the Social Democratic Federa- 
tioa has no more vigorous opponent than its 
former champion—the local “minister of the 
gospel of revolt”, who is opposed to the tyr- 
anny of a central executive and of a State 
that cannot possibly represent the people for 
that reason. 

On Wednesday last Mr E. E. Hunter was the 
speaker for the Social Democratic Federation, 
and he urged the workers to cease to have 
faith in Liberals and Tories, but to rely on 
the vote and the return to Parliament and 
municipal bodies of Socialist legislators and 
administrators. 

Question time having arrived, Mr Aldred 
asked whether it was not a fact that no 
Socialist could be returned to Parliament 
under a capitalistic and monarchial consti- 
tution? Hunter’s retort was “Certainly not.” 
He then challenged Mr Aldred to mount the 
rostrum, his challenge being accepted with 
great alacrity. In so far as Hunter may have 
sought to instil the principles of revolt and 
the class-war, his opponent was not opposed to 
him. What he did oppose was the idea of the 
workers getting any reform from Govern- 
ment, Laws were made for the defence of the 
powerful and the oppression of the weak, and 
whoever assisted in the placing of a law upon 
the Statute-book was helping in this rotten 
process. Mr Hunter had said that the consti- 
tution did not prevent the return to Parlia- 
ment of Socialists. But that bland statement 
was untrue. Every member of Parliament had 
to affirm (at least) loyalty to the monarchial 
and capitalist regime; and even if he did 
not the economic conditions would prevent 
him getting Socialist legislation. For it had to 
be remembered that the army and navy and 
cost for national defences did not come from 
the workers’ pockets, but from out of the 
taxes paid by the capitalist class, out of the 
‘surplus value of which Labour was robbed. 


ERRATA 
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Page 189. Luke 4, 18 quotation. Last word 
read “bruised” for “buried”. 


The military being paid by this class, they 
need only refuse to recognise the paper laws 
of Parliament, and head the military against 
the constitution. The Social Democratic 
Federation was a revisionist and reactionary 
organisation. It mouthed the class war, and 
supported capitalist candidates at election 
times. If it was opposed to “peace, retrench- 
ment, and reform” it nevertheless stood for 
the miserable shibboleths of citizen armies, 
abolition of the House of Lords, disestablish- 
ment of the Church, etc. Well, let them work 
for those things. They could abolish the 
Upper Chamber, disestablish the Church, and 
create their citizen army; and their poverty 
would not be touched. The workers could 
abolish poverty if they wanted to; they had 
the power today, as always—the power of 
direct action. 

Mr Hunter, in reply, declared that Mr 
Aldred was formerly a brilliant and lucid ex- 
positor of Socialism. He had now become an 
Anarchist and enemy of the people. He 
preached bloodshed, murder and rebellion. 
He preached disorder and every man for him- 
self—-the devil take the hindmost. He (Mr 
Hunter) believed in peace, and political cap- 
ture of the machinery of legislation. 

At the conclusion of his speech Mr Hunter 
was obliged to leave in order to go to work 
but the Chairman invited Mr Aldred to reply, 
which he did. In so doing he ridiculed the 
bogey of bloodshed, to which he is opposed, 
pointed out that H. Quelch believed in any- 
thing from “the ballot box to the bomb”; in- 
sisted on the necessity of opposing super- 
naturalism; and declared that he did not 
believe in the narrow individualism his 
opponent had attributed to him. Recognising 
the social labour that produced and developed 
the genius, he believed in every man pro- 
ducing according to his ability for the com- 
munity, and taking from the communitv 
according to his needs. Mr Hunter had 
challenged him to a debate. The challenge 
was accepted. 


Volume I, No. 8 
Page 178. Col. 2. MacKenzie poem, at end. 
Read “NOR last” for “Not last’’. 


Page 187. Col. 2. Line 14. Date should be 
July 14, 1906. 
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19. REVOLUTIONARY MANIFESTO 


Monarchy would not have continued so 
many ages in the world had it not been for 


the abuses it protects. 


It is the master fraud 


that shelters all others. 


This chapter consists of an article repro- 
duced exactly as published in the columns of 
the Islington Gazette for October 28, 1906: 


A REVOLUTIONARY MANIFESTO 
The Labour Party Attacked 


Mr Guy A. Aldred, of 133 Goswell Road, 
E.C., who came into local prominence recently 
owing to his claiming to be entitled to the 
title of “Reverend” and styling himself 
“Minister of the Gospel of Freethought”, 
writes to inform us that he will shortly pub- 
lish an autobiography in the form of an open 
letter to the King. The MSS. is already in 
hand. The preface is addressed “to the elec- 
tors of the Parliamentary Division of Central 
Finsbury”, and reads as follows: 


Gentlemen—In view of the fact that there 
is no probability of a General Election taking 
place before next November, and as I shall 
then be eligible for return to Parliament, I 
am taking this early opportunity of laying 
my views before you. As, however, so much 
care has been taken on the part of my Chris- 
tian opponents to misrepresent the natural 
development of my mind, I am publishing 
this pamphlet describing, in full, the events 
of my career up to the present moment; and 
presenting, in chronological order, the details 
of my psychological evolution, so that the 
reader may note for himself the manner of, 
and reasons for, my passing from a defender 
of the Christian Religion and Conservativism 
to my present position as Atheist and Revolu- 
tionary. In so doing, I have allowed this auto- 
biographical fragment to take the form of an 
open letter to the King, as I desire you to 
understand fully the manner of man who is 
seeking your suffrage—one who denies the 
existence of God, and owes neither allegiance 
to King nor Master. I am a soldier of truth, 
a minister of revolt, and my one duty in life 
is to respect myself. E 

As you know, the General Election in which 
we were plunged last December and January, 
resulted in the return to Parliament of a 
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Radical majority, and of thirty men pledged 
to the principles of political independence in 
the interests of labour. Amongst their num- 
ber were sixteen who claimed to be Socialists. 
But in so far as Mr Keir Hardie has identified 
Socialism with Christianity, and this little 
group has either affirmed or sworn loyalty to 
the present monarchial and capitalistic con- 
titution, I do not think much can be said of 
the revolutionary aspirations of the Labour 
Party. Nor, when one remembers their de- 
fence of John Burns against the attacks of Mr 
Claude Hay, their failure to take a stand in 
the House on behalf of secwar education, 
their timorous limited Feeding of Children’s 
Bill, introduced by Mr T. W. Wilson “in the 
name of Christianity”, can there be found 
any reason for congratulating Labour on its 
success at the polls. The moral is clear. The 
people have been duped once more—this time 
just as certainly by so-called “straight” 
“Socialist and Labour” candidates, as by 
Liberal and Tory politicians. And the reason 
is to be found in the damnable spirit of com- 
promise that is abroad. 

Let us clear our minds of cant, and note 
what Socialism involves, to wit: 


1. A refusal to affirm loyalty to the present. 
Constitution. 

2. Such a philosophic outlook on society as 
recognises that the economic determinism 
that renders inevitable the natural super- 
cession of the present state of society by the 
Socialistic, invalidates all belief in the 
capricious interference of any deity. > 

3. A recognition of the fact that reforms 
(so-called) cannot remove the gSyves and fet= 
ters from off the masses; since all such re— 
forms are passed by capitalists, who merely’ 
grant palliatives to deceive the people, whose 
economic serfdom remains thereby unaltered.. 


This being so, it follows that no Socialist 
has ever yet been returned to St. Stephen’s. I 
now propose to extend to Central Finsbury 
the opportunity of so doing. But I warn the 
electorate that, if returned, my fight will be 
on a par with that of Bradlaugh’s—cnly 
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greater. As I do not intend going to Parlia- 
ment to mend, but to end political humbug, 
as I stand as a revolutionary, and atheist at 
that—for all progress is atheistic—I shall not 
be allowed to take my seat. But I have not 
gone to war without counting the cost. If re- 
turned, I do not propose to palliate existing 
conditions, nor to support Social Democratic 
Federation candidates and Labour men who 
are willing to so palliate; I do not pretend 
that palliation is my object; I shall go to 
Westminster pledged to represent the hard- 
thinking section of the proletariat, who know 
that class-consciousness spells revolution. 
Mine is an assault on the “House of Pre- 
tence” in the name of sincerity and common 
honesty. And in this assault I do not expect 
the support of either the Independent Lab- 
our Party or the Social Democratic Federa- 
tion, since both of these bodies provide for 
inane compromise, which involves a conse- 
quent betrayal of the workers. 

Knowing therefore that reform comes not 
from Parliament, but from the street-corners, 
I commend my fragment of autobiography to 
the attention of the electorate. Should your 


Study of it lead you to give me your confidence, 
remember that I am not fighting under false 
pretences. If returned, I shall not go to the 
prayer meeting and thank a non-existent 
deity; but I should attribute the success to 
the intelligence of the proletariat, or that 
section thereof, that constituted the elector- 
ate of Central Finsbury. 

Should this manifesto involve prosecution 
for seditious libel, let me say that I am ac- 
quainted with the law on the subject, and am 
quite prepared to take the consequences,—In 
the interests of truth, yours sincerely, 

Guy A. ALDRED 
Minister of the Gospel of Revolt 


Mr Aldred informs us that details as to ar- 
rangements for indoor meetings of the Lon- 
don Secular Society can be obtained from him 
on receipt of a stamped-addressed postcard. 
In a postscript to the above preface, Mr. 
Aldred defines his attitude towards religion 
as being: “Nous respecterons tout ce qui est 
religion, mais nous combattrons sans merci 
tout ce qui est superstition”—in parody of 
the declaration of Clemenceau. 


APPENDIX 


HENDERSON’S BOMB SHOP. 


In No. 6, pages 133 and 134, reference is 
made to Henderson’s famous revolutionary 
book shop in Charing Cross Road, London, 
known to the movement as Henderson’s 
‘Bomb Shop. 

This store was a most important centre of 
‘thought, discussion, and true Bohemian 
association. 

Neil Bell, the novelist, never disguised his 
‘Atheism for the sake of winning public 
‘favour. In his novel, a. pretended autobio- 
graphy, J Am Legion (Eyre & Spottiswoode, 
1950), he describes a visit that the nominal- 
autobiographist depicted himself as having 
‘paid to Henderson’s Bomb Shop just after the 
‘Bolshevik Revolution, The description gives a 
true picture of the Bomb Shop and its im- 
‘portance to the revolutionary intellectual life 
*of London: 

“During the summer term at St Jude’s there 


were many half-holidays and on one of these 
towards the end of May I was walking along 
the Charing Cross Road when glancing across 
the road I was struck by the words ‘The Bomb 
Shop’ on the facia of a bookseller’s. Amused 
and interested and not remembering having 
noticed the shop previously I crossed the road 
and entered and abruptly found myself in a 
world new to me. I believed myself well-read. 
What small foundation there was for this 
belief will be evident from the fact that of all 
the unfamiliar names on the books ranged 
about me were many that should certainly 
have been known to me. They were not. I 
hardly know why. My reading, I suppose, had 
just not chanced in that direction nor’ had 
my circumstances been such as to bring me 
into contact with people who believed in their 
mission to right the world’s wrongs. Even 
then it might be thought that I should have 
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been familiar with the names Karl Marx and 
Leo Tolstoy. I was not. They meant nothing 
to me; nor did Maxim Gorky; Edward Car- 
penter; Edward Bellamy; James Thomson 
and a dozen others. As I strolled slowly round 
the shelves I came upon scarcely one name 
familiar to me. 

“But The Bomb Shop differed in other ways 
from the bookshops with which I was fami- 
liar: it was crowded and not so much with 
buyers as with readers. It might have been a 
public reading-room. It was not just cursory 
skipping. Readers were leaning up against 
shelves utterly absorbed in something they 
had taken down from a shelf or picked up 
from the display in front: a book, a pamphlet, 
a broadsheet. And what a strange crowd they 
made: men of half the races of the world 
were there: Hindus, Chinese, Japanese, Afri- 
cans; and not a country in Europe unrepre- 
sented. And all of them men. 

I spent an interested half hour there and 
during the next few weeks I came again on 
several occasions. June the fifth was one of 
those occasions. I can fix the date because so 
many flags were flying half-mast for the first 
anniversary of Kitchener’s death. That he 
was still so publicly mourned was some 
measure of the tremendous prestige which 
still clung to his name. 

“I had now been to The Bomb Shop suffi- 
ciently often to nod to some of those whom 
I had come to think of as habitués, yet for all 
I knew they might have frequented the place 
no more than I, for I had not yet spoken to 
anyone or been spoken to. 

“But that afternoon a rather shabbily- 
dressed young man with a black beard (itself 
no rarity in The Bomb Shop) noticed I was 
glancing through a book by Havelock Ellis 
and said, in a marked but not strong foreign 
accent, ‘You have read much in Havelock 
Ellis?’ I smiled and said I had only just 
learned of his existence. 

“He told me I should read Ellis and pres- 
ently we found ourselves talking about Russia 
and he told me he was a Pole. 

s ‘And so you hate the Russians, too,’ I 
said.” 


Here follows a most interesting conyersa- 
tion, just the kind of thing that constantly 
took place in those years in the Bomb Shop. 

Mr Henderson had a keen interest in the 


freedom of the press and although he never 
incurred imprisonment he certainly risked 
arrest and trial during the first world war. 

In the House of Commons, on Tuesday, 
October 31, 1916, Sir W. Byles asked the Sec- 
retary of State for War to explain why an 
officer from the War Office, accompanied py 
two officers from Scotland Yard, visited the 
premises of Mr Henderson, Publisher, Char- 
ing Cross Road, on the previous Thursday 
afternoon, and seized a large number of 
copies of a small book, consisting of two plays 
by Mr Miles Malleson. Sir W. Byles asked the 
War Secretary to point out the incriminating 
passages in the book. 

This challenge was not accepted. Instead 
the War Secretary fell back on the authority 
of his position. 

Mr Foster admitted the facts and added: 
“The book in question is, I am advised, a de- 
liberate calumny on the British soldier. The 
visit to Mr Henderson’s premises was ordered 
by the competent military authority.” 

Mr Morrell took up the cudgels. He asked 
if the Under-Secretary was aware that Miles 
Malleson’s book had the approval of men 
very well-known in the literary world, who 
were also men of unimpeachable patriotism. 
Morre]l added: “Has the Hon. Gentlemar 
read the book? If not, will he do so?” 

The questioning concluded: 


Mr FORSTER: I am advised that the book is 
very properly suppressed, and I am sorry to 
hear that it has the approval of anybody. 

Mr MacCALLUM SCOTT: Has the hon. 
Gentleman any personal knowledge of the 
book at all? 

Mr FORSTER: No. 

Mr SCOTT: Will the hon. Gentleman take 
stens—— 

Mr SPEAKER: To ask so many supplemen- 
tary questions is not fair to hon. Members 
who have given notice of questions to come 
on later. 


Thus the Government was protected from 
enquiry by the methods of parliamentarism 
whilst ignorantlv outraging the right of the 
common people to read and discuss. 

In all this ugly business of military sup- 
pression, Henderson’s Bomb Shop played 2 
great part as a centre of thought, enquiry, 
and resistance. 
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It is clear now that No Traitor’s Gait! cannot be completed in 12 parts. I have 
decided therefore to divide the work into 24 monthly parts. These will be 
made into 2 volumes of 12 parts each. 

NO TRAITOR’S GAIT! No. 10 will be ready at the end of January 1957. 
Send in your order NOW, 8d. post free. Comrades who have not had Nos. 1 to 9 
should subscribe for the first 12 parts. This costs 8s. post free and secures the 
numbers already published and tne next three numbers of Volume I. The 
second volume will be issued on the same terms, Each volume will cost 8s. post 
free, each part being sent as publlished. 

No. 10 will incude S.P.G.B. correspondence, Other chapters will deal with the 
Goswell Road careerists and discussions among the Atheists. No. 11 will bring 
the reader to the author’s Free Love mating with Rose Witcop and his trial 
for Indian sedition. 

Apart from being the autobiography of Guy Aldred, No Traitor’s Gait! is also 
a study of the theory and activity of the Freethought and Socialist movement 
in Britain from 1902 to the present time 

I think that the finished work will prove to be more than a history of the 
underground movement in Britain. It will be a revelation of the advancing 
current of social revolution that parliamentarians, Syndicalists, and self- 
Styled and officially accepted Communists never sensed. The author did realise 
that such a social revolution was evolving. This fact explains his thought 
evolution and activity. He saw and believed in the social revolution. He 
hearkened to its rumblings. 

It is impossible to work out completely the contents of each number, owing 
to the thoroughness with which the period is being covered. 

Sixpence does not nearly cover the cost of production of a work of this de-. 
scription. Readers who wish to help in the production of this work should send 
donations to help reduce the burden of loss. 
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